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1 1. While recreation and fish and wildlife are considered benefits under the Pick-Sloan 
Missouri Basin Program, Reclamation realizes that changing priority allocations in the 
reservoir from irrigation and flood control to other purposes would require changes in 
the Flood Control Act of 1944 (see pp. 21, 24, and 25-26 of the EIS).  Legislation would 
also be needed to reallocate Angostura Unit construction costs. 
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2.  Noted.

3.  There are differing opinions on this issue.  Reclamation’s determination of how water 
saved in the Improved Efficiencies Alternative would be used is allowed under the other 
beneficial use provision of the withdrawal water license. 

If this alternative were selected, Reclamation would work with interested parties on the 
best use of the saved water.

4.  The Tribes considered fisheries to be an Indian Trust Asset (pp. 97-100 of the EIS), 
which Reclamation is required to analyze in the EIS.  Reclamation made no judgement 
about the importance of fish in the Lakota diet; we merely acknowledged that fish were 
part of it.

[

]

2

[

]

[3

]

4



18      C O M M E N T S  A N D  R E S P O N S E S

55

]

[
5.  Reclamation agrees: the draft EIS doesn’t try to resolve water rights, but it does 
acknowledge that the Tribes’ reserved water rights exist and that resolution could affect 
water available for other uses (pp. 97-98 in the EIS). 




